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Darrell S. Johnson, a Texas resident, challenges the
district court’s denial of his application to proceed in form
pauperis (“IFP") on appeal following the district court’s
dism ssal of his civil conplaint as frivol ous. Johnson is
effectively challenging the district court’s certification that

he should not be granted |IFP status because his appeal is not

taken in good faith. See Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202
(5th Gr. 1997); 28 U S.C. 8 1915(a)(3); FeD. R App. P. 24(a).

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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Johnson’ s action concerns the alleged 1996 inplantation of a
transmtter in his scalp by the Drug Enforcenent Adm nistration
(“DEA"). He has alleged that the DEA has thus caused himto be:
“aggressively sought after for purposes of sexual reasons by many
fanous individual s”; made a “laughing st[oc]k to[ ] nenbers of
Organized Crinme Famlies[ ] and Cripps/ Bl oods Gang nenbers”;
known by 70 percent of the United States’s popul ation; subjected
to “extrenely high nunbers of sexual assaults” by a “vigilante
mob”; and exploited by “weal thy persons” from Europe and Asia who
have sought to “clone [his] spiritual persona” and “renov|e]

[ his] Reproductive Fluids.” The district court did not abuse its
di scretion in concluding that such allegations were factually
frivolous; the allegations are indeed “fanciful,” “fantastic,”

and “delusional.” See Taylor v. Johnson, 257 F.3d 470, 472 (5th

Cr. 2001); Hcks v. Garner, 69 F.3d 22, 25 (5th GCr. 1995).

Because Johnson has failed to show that his conpl ai nt
presented nonfrivol ous issues for appeal, we uphold the district
court’s order certifying that the appeal is not taken in good
faith. Johnson’s request for |FP status is DENIED, and his
appeal is DI SM SSED as frivol ous. See Baugh, 117 F. 3d at 202
& n.24; 5THCAR R 42.2. Johnson is warned that future frivol ous
filings wll subject himto sanctions.
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